

12/17/69 


To Harold and Dick: 

(Tc Hi roll — I m enclosing the memo I did on the Ci < 62 .•and <;64 
thing which I believe Dick hns told you about. Thor*- ii r^llv lltn* 
more detail I can add to the background.) " " U ’ y Air 1 

I thank Dick for hi a praise on the memo. So far I hav» be-»n 
unaola to find individual markings on the pictures which would V* 
positive oroof of one negative. Host of the -nor kin to ,' 0 a- from 
copy in? or developing. However I detailed my thoughts on "the 
dilemma of duplicating the circumstances and that is pro try much th*» 
limit of my certainty. As fer the half "figure eights" to which '* ' 
Dick refers in a litter of 12/3, I have given much thought to them. 

* J on b r recall whether I mentioned this in the memo but the first 
thing I did when I saw those marks sms to check the oths" Fra^l^r 
exhioits for same — X found none other than those two. If ha us«d 
the some microscope for all his exhibits, then these would have to 

? P «^n ' Hovover » he could haVrf changed microscooes. 

I myself doubt if these can be associated with lens damage or that 

S01> u ?u, thlns bf c mse 1 ) any half decent microscope will not hav“ 
such things on its lenses or if it did in a crime lab, it would 
(or snould) immediately be replaced for it could Interfere nth 
tne Integrity of the exhibits it produces, and 2 ) that would repre- 
sent an extremely snail area on the microscope for suc^ dsm^ve to 
occur if concentric arcs can ever occur like that in t 1 ^ 3 S ( optical 
glass). 1 can say from what I .recall that the patterns of the 
arcs were identical although they fell on different places in each 
picture. Also, in one, 564 I believe, there is more area of ri rt .r S 
exposed than In the other. Oh, this reminds me, if these comparison 
microscopes hav 1 a set field(i.e. their midline when the two' images 
are Integrated cannot be changed) then these lines are oroof of 
fskery since the patterns of lines should be 1 hentd col In che 

' ' MBS exposed . 1 don't know how much 

the lenses can 03 move-i around. • 


Thanks to Dick for his comments on my Fmaiur notes. Have I 
^ ar °l'd a copy? I’m enclosing a copy of my Finck notes which 
yo« can keep. I hope you find them intsa-ostiru:. rher» l ~ 
little time now and little need for me to add to then here. 

latter to Harold and saw that the Archives 
-all it lost the negative for Haorld's 399 base photo, I nearly fell 
over. I d like a copy of the Archives letter since X myself have 

I Tr I’.d opp.-I 4- Ux - ^ i.. .. . - * ' 


reoently ordered the same picture. I* 


u sure that Harold must have 


had a similar reaction especially in light of what^we "saw.* I told this 

fh Wh ° at f lrst Udn ’ fc think *»eh of it. -Well, they can 
Ju*t take the same picture over again," he said. Ah, it a uinoti 
ii liarolr. wants me to make a negative from his Picture- I ’-rill or h* 3 
can taka it to someone and probably have it done better. He should' 

do one or of her .90 he can at least circinlta the oicture lt f s 

cutle lmporfcHnfc. 



bk>k- . ,.,v .* vt'-uT 


